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IN A DISCUSSION OF SINGLE FAMILY RURAL FARM LIFE, THE }
VIEWS OF THE NATIONAL CATHOLIC RURAL LIFE CONFERENCE ARE
PRESENTEC IN RELATION TO THE ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL CHANGES
TAKING PLACE IN RURAL AMERICA. THE VALUES AND ROLES OF THE
MEMBERS OF RURAL FAMILIES ARE PRESENTED IN CONTRAST TO THOSE
OF THE URBAN FAMILY. ALSO INDICATED ARE CHANGES TAKING FLACE
DUE TO MECHANIZATION AND TECHNOLOGICAL ADVANCES. SUGGESTIONS
FOR STRENGTHENING AND PRESERVING THE RURAL FAMILY INCLUCE
REPEAL OF LEGISLATION INJURIOUS TO SMALL FARM OFERATICN
(1.E., PUBLIC LAWS WHICH ALLOW IMPORTATION OF FARM LABOR AND
PROVIDE SUBSIDIES FAVORING LARGE FARM OPERATIONS); AND USE OF
COLLECTIVE OR COCPERATIVE FURCHASING AS ONE METHOD OF
STRENGTHENING THE SMALL FARMER'S POSITION. THE NEED FOR
NON-SECTARIAN FAMILY LIFE EDUCATION IS SUGGESTED AS A METHCD
OF PRESERVING THE WHOLESOME RURAL FAMILY ATMOSFHERE. THIS
SPEECH WAS CELIVERED AT THE AMERICAN COUNTRY LIFE CONFERENCE
(CHEVY CHASE, MARYLAND, JULY 12, 1960). (DK)
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THE RURAL PANILY IN 1965

e
At first glance it might seem foolish to discuss the rural

family in 1965, Society is changing so rapidly and so many forces
influence family 1ife that it is difficult to know clenrly the state
of family 1ife today and almost impossible to predict what ituwill be
five yeaxrs from now,

Yet, there is a rational and urgently needed appreach to fhis
problem, We know a great deal aboui trends in agriculture, commun-
ity 1ife, education etc, which will influence family 1ife in 19635,

We can derive from the traditiens of our churches and nation basic
principles and ideals aceording to which Qt can evaluate thesc trendese,
We can decidei.which trends we wish to encourage and accelerats and
which we should oppose and neutralize, We must marshal sconomic,
social, educational and religious institutions in an effort to bet-
ter family l1life. Instfﬁ of letting blind forces determine the qual-
ity of rural family 1ife in 1965, we should labor now to guarantee
that 2t will be better than family 1ife today.

The term, "rural” may refer to either the rural farm or rural
non-farm, In }his paper we are chiefly concerned with the rural .
farm family, When we intend to include the non-farm faxilies, the
context will so indirgte,

RURAL FAMILY VALUES

The family 18 the most basic of #ll our institutions, It power-
fully affects both the individual and society, During the child's
most formative years, the home and his parents mak& up his vorld,
His character and attitudes are largely thé result of his relation-
ships with this little world, Since the family is the unit of which
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society is made, since society’s future leaders and future trouble
makers are being shaped in families todey, welfare of society is
chiefly determined by the quality of family life, Therefore, ARy
force whieh affects family 1ife is significant, Although other values
must be weighed in deciding whether to encourage or oppose such &
force, still its bearing on family 1ife is often tae most important
single norm for evaluation,

It has been often asserted that the countryside is the natural

habitat of the family. 1Im other woxds, the family in rural areas

enjoys an optimum epportunity to fulfill its potentialities. Al-
though recent trends have jessened the differences between the.en-
vironment of the rural family :and that of urban familieas, I submit
that the countryside can still be correctly rcfcé@d to as the natural
habitat of the family, The fellowing are dJome of the reasons fer

this opinion:

American farm families are usually located & half mile or more
from their closest neighbor. This makes it possible for the members
of the family to work, pray and play together without numerous inter-
ruptions,

Mcreover, farming is a family entersprise, Apyproximately 95 per~
cent of all farms in the United States are operated by and for families,
Esch member of the family has & task to perform; even the small child

L4

helps with simple chores, Planning the farming operation, bookkeep-«
ing and similar tusks are usually sharcd.gf the father, mother and
elder children of tha family,

The child prospers in an environment of this sort, He realizes
that he is not a 1iability te his parents, His work is a real contri-

butien to the family's income, Gradually he develops a sense of

initiative and responsibility, He realizes that fallure to do his
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Job will badly affec. ethers whom he loves., In this eavironment werk
is a privilege, not a burden, Through work the farm boy er girl
gaing status, His own self-respact and esteem in the eyes of ethers
stem directly from his willingness to do his job thoroughly and
cheerfully, The character Jurtured in such a uiﬁfieu lessens de-
1inquency during yodth and is a preparation for good citizenship

and religious loyalt¢y in later years,

The father of a family on the land takes on the character of
manhood with its physical stragth, moral stamina and fatherly creative-
n~ss, His children see him at work, making decisiens, -élving prob
Jlems, directing others and acting like a true husbandman, This eon-
trasts sharply with the experience of many urban anq;ubuxban childran
who never see their fakhers at work, who piecture them as rather help-
less and indolent individuals who get in the way and intesfercwith

sother's work ¢n weekends and evenings,

The mother of a family on the farm becomes more motheérly in her
development and achievements, It is there that she blossoms out into
her full womanhood., She brings to her family a grester realization
of the dignity, sacredness and importance of motherheod,

This close relationship between family 1ife and the land gives

rise to a significant socio-economic institution -~ the family farm,

The family farm is not merely a place to live, It certainly is not
just a place to work, It raepresents a way of life, It is a bulwark
of Christianity and democracy, Many persons presume that the family
farm is relatively small, This is not necessarily true, The size
of a family farm will vary according to thellocation and the type of
creps produced, It may be a S~acre truck farm in Delaware, a 100-

a¢rs dairy farm in Wisconsin, a 250—acre eorn-hog farm in Jowa, a

2,000-acre wheat farm in Kansas or & 10,000~acre ranch in Texas,
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A family farm is one operated by a family for the support of
that family, The family provides thas managerial decisions and most
of the 1aber. It depends upon the income of the farm for its livlii-
heod, In other words, suckh & farming operatien is a faxiiy enterprise,
Very few sueh enterprises exist in urban areas today. There is,
therefore, great significance in the fact tha{ue;t American farms
are still operated by and for the family., Consequently, econokic
and so’ia) forces should be veighed with a viev to their bearing
upon the preservation cof the 7amily farm pattern,

TRENDS APFECTING THE RURAL FAMILY

Agriculture is now experiencing a revoiution cemparable to the
industrial -evelution of a century ago. Farming in America is being
rapﬂé&y mechanized. Duriang the period 947 to 1954 the value of
machines on farmy doubled; the number of tractors increased fronm
2.2 million to 4.6 million; and the number of combines and corn
pickers tripled., This means less tedious, manual labor and more
leisure for farmers, It also has occasioned the increase of the size
of farms and the consequent decrease in the nunmber of farm families,

In 1940 the average size farm was 220 acrcag{iu 1954 it was
336 acres. Ian 1949 farm populatien was 17.5 ?”?na nation's popu~
lation; in 1959 it was 12 @:(')Thia means that there are fawer fami-
1ies enjeying the social, religious and cultural advantages of zural
life.

It would be appropriate at thas jJuncture to mention the 24 mil-
1lon lew income farm families whose lot is certainly not one of ad-
vantage. Theirs is a special problem, not within the scope of this
paper, Mechanization and low prices for produce do not affedt thesse

families 80 much as the middle income farm families, Similarly, farm

programs and private projects which aid middle income families do not
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substantially alte: the plight of low income families, Ons cf the
erganizations capable of assisting low income famiiies is the Farmers
Heme Administration., We should urge 2 re~evaluation of the role ef
this agency.

Net farm imcome has declined in recent years while incomes of
other groups have gone up and the cost of living has increased, 1In
1952}nuti¢na1 farm income was $15.1 billiony inm 1953/13.3 billiony
in 1954)12.7 billieny; in 1956111.6 billion and in 1952,& new low eof
10,3 billion; the U.8.D.A, forecasts still less ineome for 1960,
This further accelerates the decresse in the numbers of farm families,
It deprives some families of the econoric security necessary for an
optimum family life; it prompts members of such families t%&tck off~
farm employment, In 1958 28% of net inceme of farners wua}detived
from off-farm employment,

In re¢ent years many non-farm families have moved to rural com-
munities. These families bring new ideas and values to these gom~
munities. Sometimes there is frictien between the old and new resi-
den%s, thus creating a less than ideal atmosphere for the persons
ﬁavolvcd.

The rapid adoptien of television by rural families tends to make
tham less distinct gulturally from urbaﬁ families, <(In 1959, 73% of
farm homes had telavision sets compared with 3% in 1950, In 1939
86% of rural non-~farm homes had sets; &y% of uaban homes were 8o
gquiéFh.) Television is a passive sort of recreation and contrasts
sharply with the active recreation onee prevaic il aawpng rurasal people.

Some less tangible but very significant changes are raported
in Agriculture Information Bullétia No, 315 of the U.,8.D.,A., "Keep-
ing Abreast aﬂ@han;a in the Rural Community.” The follewing are

among the chinges listed: Many functiens formerly pesformed in the
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farm home are now being performed outside the heme, Home life and
work 1ife are more separated than in the past, This is due in part

to the inc¢rease in off-farm work by farmers and their wives, and in
part te the mechanical nature of farm work., Mege of the rural family's
recreational and soeial 1ife is sought away from the home and even
away from the loesl community. The pace of family 1iving has in-
cressed tremendously, The result is less time for intra-family pur-
uuit\ .

WAYS TO STRENGTHEN THE RURAL AAMILY

This brief survey of trends affecting femily 1ife makes it ob-
vious that these sre times of significant changes and that most of
these changes imperil some of the values trxaditionally asscciated
with the rural family, Some of these trends can be offset at least
pactially,

Bducation and legislation might prevent unwarrented increase of
the sixze of farm and the consequent 1essening of numbers of farm
families. We do not wish to maintain farm units teo small fox ef-
ficiency and teo small to adequately support a family, There are,
however, many studies to show that the middle sized farm is most ef-
ficient, For example, Professor M. L. Mosher at the Colluege of Agri-~

cul ture at the University of 111inois reeently published studies which

suggest that théﬁ%f;un farm is the most efficient,

Even more important than the size of the farm is the preser~
vation of the family farm as the basic soclo-economie jnstitution in
the countrysids, As the number of family farms degreasesand the numnber
of families marwly employed on furml increases, many of thy idesls of
rural family 1ife will be impaired, The National Cathelie Rural Life

Conference considers the preservation of the fanily farm one of its

most impertant objectives., A nember of public officials and leaders
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of faym organizations concur in this epinion and assist us pursue this
objestive., Time deas not permit a complete listing eof the ways in
which we are pursuing this objective, Let us mention two publiec laws
which we think are injurieus to the family farm and whieh we urge to

be repealed, Public Law 78 legalizes the importation of hundreds of

thousands of low-paid agricultural workers from Nexiceo enrsh year,
Family farmers must compéte with these vader-praid workers, Secendly,

we urge an end te the payment «f unlimited subsidies to large farms,

Subsidies ¢an be Justified only eﬁ the prineiple of distributive
; Justice ageording to which assistence is to be given in propertion
r to the needs of the recipient and with a visw to the cffest of auch
F assistance upon the commen geod, No single farmer has a rightful
{ need for tens of thousands of dollere of tax payers' monsy, Neithar
E is the common good advanced by such unlimited subsidies which often
enbbis wealthy farmers to incresse their acreage 2t the expense of
the operators of family farms,

Off-farm work might be helpful er harmful to family life, 1If
the conditions of work and wages are inadequate, harm will result,
If mothers of small children are attracted in large numbers to Jobs
outaide the home, those children will be badly affected, WA are aware
| of the fact (hat underemployment is one of the greatest economic pro~
blems of the Ameriecan farm family, but we imsist that the relocation
L of saall industries in the countryside must be wisely planned., All
too ofter these industries seek to employ womell rather than men., They
do not always promete the welfare of the family or community, This is
a field in which church and community leaders must take a hand, The
National Catholic Rural Life Confaerence is new engaged in 2 large s¢ale

study of thess issuss and will soen publish its findings,

Mueh could be done to assure farm familians of a better imcoms.
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V**““~c»11¢¢tivc bazgaining én the marketplace and cooperative pur-
“ehasing of equipment are ameng the means for accomplishing this, 8uch
cocoerative yndertaking will not be effeactive nor lasting unless these
who partieipate are imbued with the ideelogy of cooperation, Mest
Amgriesn farmexs have drifted far from this ideoclogy. A thorough
educstional program is needed, Many of you present at this conference
are Laonders of orgenizations which can and should assist in such a
progranm, |
Religious and community leaders must study ways tébtttcx integrate
newcomers into the community and vtilixe their talants, thus creating
an atmosphere sanducive to better family living. The Natiezal Catholic
Rural Life Conferenca has recently published two policy statements
which relate te this task, namely "The Nen-Urban Parish," and YA
Program for the Rural Community."

NBED FOR FAMILY EDUCATIONM

The countryside still affords an environmsant conducive to sound

family 1ife but not in the same degree as in daya~;nna~byl. We must

labor to preserve these environwental bulwarks for wholesome family

1ife., Our afforts, howaver, will not compietely stay the foraes

; which Are redueing beth rural and urban family 1ife to & ¢emmon level
k | -~ 8 level of mediosrity in many of its phased, Hance, ¥e can depend
iess upon traditiens and cuvircnmeﬁtal canditions to maintain the

more desirable charagteristice of the rural family, We nust turn

mere teoward educatienal and innpixnticﬁulitxoggans.

Young people cannot rely entirely upen thedr experience in their
pargntal homes for praparation for their role as married people, Even
that which the parents exemplify may be overlaid with many false at~
titudes derived f:on television shews, movies, novels, convessations,

etc. Marriage preparation courses in our schools and conferencas in
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our parishes fill a very grast need, Churches should be especially
active in this edueational undertaking, Religicus and meral principles
must be closely related to family ideals and policies. A secular
educational agency can mavsr sadequately treat these ideals and
policies., If we permit the home to be secularized, the isst gitadel

of integrated Chriutian,givimg will havﬂburishcd.

The Cathelie Church provides pre-cana conferences for engaged
couplas, Theae are series of lectures treating the religious,
medical, paycholagical, econcale and socislogical aspects of maxriage,
Married gouples are urged te attend cana conferences in which their
duties to each ether, their children and their community is stressed,
Couples who attend these conferencas are encouraged to join a family
apostolsate caliad the "Christian Family Movement.” 8ix to ten couples
belong to esch CRM group, They mzet bi-monthly to plan togrther Ways
and means to strangthen their ideals and to attack common problens,
CONCLUSION

This sort of an sducational program, together with the enviroa-
mentsl influences of the countryside, should make possible & vary
vigorous and wholesome family life in 1965. The American Countcy
Life Association ineiludes in its membership leaders of the Churchass,
farm organixatiens, goveramental sgsncies and educationmal institutions,
These are ths auders wio have the privilége and responsibility to
guide rural families Joward this goal, The effectiveness of thia

leadership will determine in large part the quality of rural family

1ife in 1968,




